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jji;^ \ Los Angeles City College (i;,ACC) cat 

every fifth year preceding 19^9 were exaiined tc in 
in the numbers and character! a+ics of faculty durin 
the College's history, 'variables included in the dt 
faculty, sex) length of time a^ the college^ and hi 
attained. The study showed that, qonsistent with da 
faculty experienced its highest growth periods in t 
'l9U0»s when 129 and 123 faculty members were .added, 
lowest flrow'th period, was during world War II, when 
faculty^aeabers were added. Results also indicated 
1979 faculty neml?ers were women. During the five- ye 
in 1979, M BX of the new teachers hired were women: 
highest percentage of any five-year period* An exam 
held revealed that M\ of the 1979 facility members 
percentage that wa-s higlfer 'only in 195U. The study 
graphs an-d tables depicting: (1) the number of facu 
year of original employment: (2) the highest degree 
faculty meiiiDers; (3) the universities that awarded 
1979 faculty members; (4)' the numter of .teachers hi 
five-y6ar period; and .(5) th^-^er cent age of female 
<Author/JP) * 
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Pur[>ose of the St udy 

Los Angeles City College Is currently celebrifting ( ts fiftieth 
year of existence. This study was prepared to Investigate trends In 
numbers and characteristics of faculty over that fifty year period, as 
Indicated by cata.log description of faculty. 



Procedure of the Study ' 

alogs for 1979 and every fifth year preceding were examined 
and faculty xharacterlst^lcs'tal I led. Variables Inclufled In the study 
are number of faculty, sex, length of time, and highest degree attained. 

F i nd I ngs 

Table 1 Ind I ca tes"^ the number of faculty (listed ln\4ach of the 
eleven catalogs examined) by sex and year of original employrAent. Sum- 
marized atfthe bottom of the table are the total number of employees 
by sex and also the number employed grouped In five year Intervals 
which Inchide the year Indicated and the four years prior. Table 2 
summarizes J the highest degree attained by the faculty foF each of the 
eleven ye/rs , while Table 3 shows the Institutions awarding doctorates 
tp 1979 faculty Who received the degree. 

Figures 1 and 2 show graphically trends In number of faculty 
and percent female. » * 

' Note: All of the data In this study tannot be guaranteed 
accurate. Some catalog data were unavatlafcle and 
estimates were made, some catalog data Included 
current new faculty while some did not, some judg-^ 
ments as to sex had to be mad^, and th^ data were 
difficult to count precisely .^trrors arte believed 
. to be not over 10% however. ^ 

Included In this st;udy for comparative purposes Is a previously 
prepared chart showing college enrollment over the fifty year period. 
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Table 2 Highest Degree Attained by LACC Full-Tlme Faculty 1929 - 1979 
(Catalog listings at 5-year Intervals) In Percent 



HIGHEST DEGREE ATTAINED 



Cata log 


Less Than 








Year 


Bachelor ' s 


^ache lor ' s 


Master's 


Doctor 


1929 


1.0 


■ _ ^ ,■ ■ 
22.2 


62.2 


l^».l 


193^ 


2.2 


15.8 


65.8 


16.3 


1939 


0.9 


18.8 


66.7 


13.6 


19^^ 


0.0 - 


22.0 


61.0 


17.1 


I9*»9 


0.0 N 


1^.9 


70.2 


1A.5 


195^ * 


8.7 


13.0 


68.0 


18.2 


1959 


0.6 ' 


10.3 


73.0 


16.0 


196^ 


0.0 


9.^« 


77.8 


12.8 


1969 


1,5 


11.3 


75.3 


ii;9 


197^ 


3.7 


12.2 


72.3 


11.9 


1979 


1.8 


10.9" 


70.2 


17.1 



Table 3 Universities Awarding Doctorates to l"979 Faculty 



\ 



Uni vers! ty 

use 

UCLA 
Nova 

C I aremont 
Mich. State 
0the>^ (I each) 



Tot*iI 



No, 

20 
' 13 
6 
2 
2 

13 

58 
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Figure I LACC Fun-TI)T)« F^ICuUv .192S[ - 197$. 
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Cone I us ions ^ 

This study looks at numbers and characteristics of Los Angeles 
City Cdllege full-tln>e faculty from 1929 ^ 1979, as reported In the 
college catalogs (examined at five year Intervals.) 

Following are some observations: 

(1) Consistent with day enrqllment, LACC faculty experienced 
its largest growth periods In the late 1960*s and 19^0S 
when 129 ^nd 123 new faculty were added during those five 
year periods. Lowest growth was during the five war years 
of the early forties when, only nine new faculty were added 
(and many dismissed). 

1 . 

(2) During th«( flVe yea^ period ending In 1979> of new 
faculty hired were women, the highest percentage of any 
five year period. 37'^ of the current faculty are women, 
the highest in the eleven years studied. 

(3) 17^ of current faculty have doctorates, the second highest 
^of the years studied (195'* showed the highest). (JSC and 

UCLA accounted for over half of the doctorates, wlth USC 
awarding 20, UCLA 13, followed by Nova Un I vers I ty wl th 6. 
V ^7% of current faculty have the Master's or Doctor's 
degree. 

( 
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